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| NTRCDUCTI ON

Lesislative Reauirenent for this Report. Section 361 of the
Runaway and Honel ess Youth Act (the Act) requires the Secretary
of Health and Human Services to report to the Congress annually
on the status and acconplishments of the centers that are funded
under the Act. This report, which is based upon activities
conducted during fiscal year (FY) 1990, the period from Cctober
1, 1989, through Septenmber 30, 1990, is submtted in response to
that legislative requirenent.

Leaislative H story and Backaround. The Runaway Youth Act, Title
[11 of the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of
1974 (P.L. 93-415), was signed into law on Septenber 7, 1974.

The legislation was enacted in response to the w despread concern
regarding the alarmng nunber of youth who were |eaving home

W thout parental permssion, crossing State lines, and who, while
away from hone, were exposed to exploitation and other dangers.
The purpose of the Runaway Youth Act was to nake grants to
conmmuni ty- based agencies, |ocated outside the |aw enforcenent and
juvenile justice systems, for the devel opnent of new or the
support of existing prograns to address the inmmedi ate needs of
runaway youth. The Juvenile Justice Amendnents of 1977 (P.L. 95-
115) added to the categories of eligible recipients of funds
"coordinated networks" of centers providing services to runaway
yout h. It al so added "otherwise honel ess youth" where the
statute previously referred exclusively to runaway youth.

The Juvenile Justice Anendnents of 1980 (P.L. 96-509) changed the
title of the Runaway Youth Act to the Runaway and Honel ess Youth
Act, provided for grants to be nade "equitably anong the States
based upon their respective popul ations of youth under 18 years
of age,™ and authorized the Secretary to fund a Nationa
Communi cations System In FY 1984, the legislation was extended
through FY 1988 by P.L 98-473. In FY 1988, the Runaway and
Honmel ess Youth Act was anended bK P.L 100-690, the Anti-Dru
Abuse Act of 1988, and was reauthorized through FY 1992. e FY
1988 anendments included the follow ng two new requirenents:
é;) that 90 percent of funds appropriated for a fiscal year go
irectly to runaway and honel ess youth centers, and (2) that no
State shall be allotted |ess than $75,000 for a fiscal year and
no Territory less than $30,000. Technical corrections to the Act
were made by the Domestic Volunteer Service Act Anendnents of
1989 (P.L. 101-204).

Pur pose and obijectives of the Runaway and Honel ess Youth Program
The broad purposes of the program are included in the four
Congressi onal expectations for the centers identified in section
361 of the Act. These expectations are: (1) alleviating the
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probl ens of runaway and honel ess youth, (2) reuniting children
with their famlies and encouraging the resolution of intrafamly
probl ens through counseling and other services, (3) strengthening
famly relationships and encouraging stable living conditions for
children, and (4) helping youth decide upon a future course of
action. To achieve these purposes, the Act authorizes the
Secretary to provide support to State and |ocal governnents,
profit and non-profit agencies, private entities, and networks of
agencies dealing with the immedi ate problens of runaway and

homel ess youth and their famlies.

The status and acconplishnents of the Runaway and Homel ess Youth
Programin FY 1990 are presented in Part I, below An overvi ew

of the activities which support the programis presented in Part
I,

The sections of this report that specify or describe the nunbers
of youth served, the presenting problens of the youth, the types
of services provided, and related grantee activities are based on
data that were submtted voluntarily by the grantees. No
mandatory reporting requirenents exist in these categories. In
fiscal year 1990, approxinmately 30 percent of the grantees
submtted conplete data in these categories; another 30 percent
submtted partial data; and a remaining 40 percent submtted no
data. In assessing the relevant sections, readers should keep
these [imtations in mnd.



PART |

Status and Accomplishments of the
Runawav _and Honel ess Youth Centers

This part describes the FY 1990 funding cycle and profiles the
centers and the youth they serve. Specific services provided to
the youth are also discussed, along with a summary of the

pl acement of the youth in various living arrangenents after

| eaving the shelters.

The Fiscal Year 1990 Funding Cvele. Since FY 1986, the Runaway
and Honel ess Youth Program has operated on a staggered three-year
funding cycle, wth approximtely two-thirds of the grantees
recei ving non-conpetitive, continuation funding each year and
approximately one-third being required to submt new, conpetitive
applications each year.

In FY 1990, a total of $28,785,027 was available for the Runaway
and Honel ess Youth Program  Slightly over 90 percent of this
total--$26,124,002--was awarded to basic centers. This sum was
di vided anong grantees in the 50 States, the District of

Col unbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, GQuam the Commonwealth
of the Northern Mariana |Islands, and Palau according to the
proportionate nunber of youth under the age of 18 in each State
or jurisdiction, with the condition that no State receive |ess
than $75,000 and no Territory less than $30,000. O the tota
funds available for basic centers, $17,783,649 was awarded in the
form of non-conpeting continuations to centers having one or two
years remaining in their project periods.

A program announcement of the availability of funds for
conpetitive new awards under the Act was published in the Eederal
Resister on March 6, 1990. Applications were solicited for basic
centers to provide outreach, tenporary shelter, counseling, and
related services to runaway and honel ess youth and their tfamlies
in geographic areas other than those already being served by
continuation grantees.

One hundred and sixty-two applications were received, of which
159 were formally revi ewed. (Three applications were received
|ate and were returned without being reviewed.) The reviews were
conducted by 72 independent, non-Federal reviewers. The fina
fundi ng deci sions were nade b& the Comm ssioner of the _
Administration for Children, Youth and Famlies based primarily
upon the scores of the panels of independent reviewers. One
hundred and six new conpetitive awards were made, each for a
project period of three years, at a total funding |evel of
$8,340,353.



Overall, 338 basic center grantees were supported w th Runaway
and Honel ess Youth Act funds in FY 1990 (232 non-conpetitive
continuations and 106 conpetitive new awards). Table 1, "Runaway
and Honel ess Youth Program (RHYP) Basic Center Gant Awards,"
presents the nunber of grants awarded in the two categories of
continuations and conpetitive new starts, along with the tota
anounts and the average grant anounts in each category.

The Federal Reaister announcenent of March 6, 1990, did not
solicit applications for coordinated networking grants. Such
applications had been solicited in FY 1988 and grants with three-
year project periods were awarded at that time, one in each of
the ten Federal Regions. In FY 1990, non-conpetitive
continuation awards totaling $864,825 were made, sustaining the
work in each Region

Profile of the Basic Center Grantees. The 338 basic center
grants awarded in FY 1990 are located in the 50 States, the
District of Colunbia, Puerto R co, the Virgin Islands, Guam the
Commonweal th of the Northern Mariana Islands, and Palau. The
distribution of these grantees is presented in Table 2,
"Geographic Distribution of G antees Funded Under the Runaway and
Honel ess Youth Programin FY 1990."

Twel ve of the 338 grants were awarded to Native American triba
organi zations, located principally in the Upper Mdwest, the
Sout hwest, and the Northwest. No grant applications were
recei ved from Anerican Sampa, and accordingly no funds were
awarded in that Territory.

Each basic center funded under the Act is required to conformto
a set of Program Performance Standards. N ne of these Standards
relate to service conponents of the centers: (1) outreach

(2) individual intake process, (3) tenporary shelter,

(4) individual and group counseling, (5) famly counseling,

(6) service linkages, (7) aftercare services, (8) recreational
program and (9) case disposition. Five of the Standards relate
to adnministrative functions: (10) staffing and staff

devel opnent, (11) youth participation, (12) individual client
files, (13) ongoing project planning, and (14) board of
directors/advisory body (optional). The Standards are a
managenent tool by which basic center and Regional staff identify
proj ect conponents that need strengthenln% t hrough interna
action or through technical assistance. or those projects not
in conplete conformance with the Standards, technical assistance
I's provided through the Regional or Central Ofices of the

Adm nistration for Children, Youth and Famlies or through the
coordi nated networking grantees.

Dat a obt?ined froma recent nationw de survey of 269 basic
centers (Eallow UP of Youth Using Runaway and Honel ess Youth
Centers: Final Report. Washington: The U ban Institute, 1990)
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reveal both simlarities and differences anong the grantees. For
exanple, the large majority of the centers are non-profit socia
service agencies. As such, they are licensed and adhere to State
and local laws or regulations concerning safety, hygiene, staff
qualifications, and related requirenents. By way of contrast,

the centers differ widely in both organizational structure and
scope, ranging from free-standing emergency shelters to nulti-

pur pose youth service agencies. Sonme, for exanple, were
originally designed to respond to the specific needs of runaway
youth and have retained this limted focus. Ohers were designed
from the beginning to deal nore conprehensively w th numerous
youth problenms such as teenage pregnancy, school dropout
prevention, prostitution, youth unenployment, and adol escent
abuse, and they have added services to runaway and honel ess youth
to this broad array of services.

The average nunber of staff working at a given center is eight
full -time and seven part-time. Volunteers work at many sites as
assistants to paid staff.

Major referral sources for the centers are child welfare, child
protective, juvenile justice, and |aw enforcenment agencies, and
schools. Many youth are self referred, having heard about the
centers fromfriends, community groups, or the schools.

It is estinmated that approximately 60,000 youth receive shelter
and other ongoing services fromthe centers each year.' Youth
remain in the shelters an average of 12 nights.

Profile of Youth Served. Table 3, "Primary Reasons Cited by
Youth for Seeking Services From the Runaway and Honel ess Youth
Centers," presents ranked percentages of the primry
precipitating reasons cited by the youth for seeking services
fromthe basic centers. A conflict with a parent figure(s) or

"This estimate of the number of youth served and the
information presented in Tables 3 through 7 are derived, in |arge
part, fromthe Youth Information Forns ?YIFS) which are filled
out by basic center staff on youth receiving shelter or ongoing
services. The YIFs provide, among other infornmation, basic
denographic data on the youth, their reasons for |eaving hone,
the services provided, and service outcones. The YIFs do not
contain identifying information. Subm ssion of the YIF data to
the government 1s voluntary, not mandatory. In FY 1990,
approxi mately 30 percent of the grantees submtted conplete data
in the identified categories; 30 percent submtted partial data,
and 40 percent submitted no data. In consequence, It IS not
possible to state the precise nunber of youth-and famlies served
in FY 1990, and the percentages presented in the tables should be
considered only as approxinmations and not as precise statenents
of conditions or trends.



other adult(s) is cited by 63 percent of the youth as the central
reason for running away. Oher famly crises, such as divorce,
death, or sudden loss of incone, are the trigger events in

anot her 9 percent of runaway and honel ess episodes. Personal
probl ens of the youth account for 15 percent of the total. Q her
probl ens of the youth--those of relationships with other children
or youth in the hone, with school, and with the juvenile justice
and | aw enforcenent systems--account for the remainder of the
total (approximately 14 percent).

Table 4, "shelter Staffs' Listing of Contributing Problens of
Yout h Seeking Services From the Runaway and Honel ess Youth
Centers: Family situations," provides nore detailed information
on the nature of the dysfunctional famlies from which the youth
flee. As nore than one problem area can be cited as a cause of

| eaving hone, the columm percentages add up to nore than 100.
Several parental behaviors or clusters of behaviors stand out.

The categories of parental physical abuse, parental donestic

vi ol ence, Parental sexual abuse, Phy5|cal or sexual abuse by
other fam |y menbers, and physical or sexual abuse by non-famly
nmenbers are cited respectively in regard to 20, 10, 7, 5, and 4
percent of the youth. These percentages testify to the extrenely
violent hones from which many youth flee. It nay be noted
further that girls are nore likely than boys to be abused: 23
conpared to 18 percent for parental physical abuse, 9 conpared to
2 percent for parental sexual abuse, 6 conpared to 3 percent for
physi cal or sexual abuse by other famly menber(s), and 5
coggared to 2 percent for physical or sexual abuse by non-famly
menber s.

O her significant famly problens are parental neglect (20
percent) and parental drug and al cohol abuse (18 percent).

Fam |y psychol ogical problems cited by runaway and honel ess youth
include famly nental health problens (11 percent) and ot her
enotional conflicts at hone (41 percent).

The personal burdens the youth carry with them as they enter the
shelters are cited in Table 5 "Shelter Staffs’ Listin% of
Contributing Problens of Youth Seeking Services From the Runaway
and Honel ess Youth Centers: Youth Situations." The nost
revealing information in this Table is the evidence that
significant numbers of runaway and honel ess youth do not |ike

t hensel ves. Hal f (49 percent) have a poor self inage; sonewhat

| ess than half (43 percent) are depressed; and 12 percent are
possi bly suicidal.

Problems with school attendance and truancy, bad grades,
inability to get along with teachers, and learning disabilities
are cited respectively by 33, 31, 13, and 7 percent of the youth.
Mal es are over-represented in terns of school difficulties. The
percentage of males experiencing trouble getting along wth
teachers is nmuch higher than that of females (17 to 10 percent),
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and the percentage of males |abeled |earning disabled is alnost
twice that of females (10 to 5 percent). The disparity is even
greater in regard to the police: 27 percent of the nales are in
trouble with the juvenile justice system conpared to only 13
percent of the females.

Table 5 also reveals that significant nunbers of youth, in the
judgenent of the shelter staff who conduct the intake interviews
and who provide counseling, have problenms wth drug abuse (15
percent) and al cohol abuse (13 percent).

Services Provided to Cients bv Basic Centers. During FY 1990,
81 percent of the youth served by the centers received individua
counsel ing (guidance and problem solving on a one-to-one basis
focusing on the situation, problens, and goals of individua

yout h) . (Cf. Table 6, "services Received by Youth Fromthe
Runaway and Honel ess Youth Centers Or From Referrals by the
Centers.") Goup counseling (guidance and support provided
jointly wth a youth's peers) was provided to 44 percent of the
clients, and famly counseling (guidance provided to a youth and
his or her parent(s) or parent figure(s)) was provided to 28
percent of the clients. Parent counseling (guidance to parents
around the issues of parenting) was provided to the parents of 22
percent of the clients served. Educational assistance designed
to help the youth inprove study skills and school performance was
provided to 25 percent of the clients. Table 6 summarizes the

w de range of services provided by the centers.

Hal f (50 percent) of the youth receiving ongoing services
returned to their famlies. (Cf. Table 7, "where Youth Served by
the Runaway and Honel ess Youth Centers WII Be Living After
Receiving Services.") For those youth unwilling or unable to
return home, alternative living arrangenents specific to the

i ndi vidual needs of the clients were sought. These arrangenents
included: group home, 7 percent; foster hone, 6 percent;
relative's home, 5 percent; friend' s hone, 3 percent; household
of other parent figure, 2 percent; independent living, 1 percent;
and mlitary, 1 percent of the males. Institutional arrangements
i ncluded runaway/crisis house, 3 percent; correctiona
institution, 2 percent; and boarding school/nmental hospital/other
institution, 4 percent. Altogether, alternative living
arrangenments were provided to 33 percent of the clients receiving
ongoi ng servi ces.

One in twenty (5 percent) of the youth served returned to the
street. Shelter staff were unable to nake |iving arrangenents
for or do not know what happened to 12 percent of the youth.



PART ||

Activities Wich Support the Runawav
And Honel ess Yout h Proaram

The National Communications System  The National Communications
System (NCS), also known as the National Runaway Switchboard, is
designed to provide information and referral services to runaway
and honel ess youth and their famlies nationwide. It serves as a
toll-free, neutral channel of communication, allow ng youth
contenplating |eaving home to receive crisis counseling and
referral services, and enabling runaway and honel ess youth to
receive simlar services and also to contact their parents.
Simlarly, parents can use the Swtchboard to contact their
children through an intermediary volunteer counselor. The toll-
free nunmber is |-800-621-4000.

Since 1986, the Switchboard has been operated by Metro-Hel p,

Inc., of Chicago, Illinois, under a five-year grant. In FY 1990,
the Departnent awarded the %Q?ntee $600, 000 to operate the

Swi t chboar d. In turn, the tchboard provided a match of nore
than 10 percent of the Federal award, largely in the form of
services provided by volunteer tel ephone counsel ors.

The Switchboard operates 24 hours a day, 365 days a year, and
enploys nine full-tine paid staff, up to five part-tine

enpl oyees, and approxi nately 180 vol unteers, each of whom
receives 25 hours of intensive training before handling crisis
calls. Trained supervisors are on hand at all tines.

In FY 1990, the Switchboard handl ed approximately 10,000 crisis
intervention calls per month. In addition to giving personal
counsel ing over the tel ephone, Sw tchboard operators provided
information about and referrals to over 7,000 youth serving
agencies across the country, drawing from a conputerized data
base that |ists each agency by city and State.

Coordinated Networkina Gants. Support continued in FY 1990 for
coordinated networking activities in each of the ten Federa
Regions. Gants totaling $864,825 were awarded to regiona
networ ks designed to strengthen and coordinate resources and
services to runaway and honel ess youth and their fanmilies. The
networks provided training to staff of the basic centers through
| ocal, State, and regional workshops and conferences. They also
di ssem nated new products and nodel s devel oped by research and
denonstration projects funded under the Coordinated Discretionary
Funds Program of the Ofice of Human Devel opnent Servi ces.




~

Research and Denonstration (Discretionary) lInitiatives. In FY
1990, the Department, through the Ofice of Human Devel opnent
Services, awarded $374,953 in discretionary funds to five new
research and denonstration projects dealing with inproving
cooperation between |aw enforcenent agencies and runaway and
hormel ess youth centers (Table 8). An additional $347,183 was
awarded for the continuation of five previously funded
discretionary grants (Table 9). These projects dealt wth

mai nstream ng troubl ed youth, dysfunctional famlies, and
transitional living. Finally, through an Interagency Agreenent
with the Ofice for Victinse of Crime (OVC) and the Ofice of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (QJJDP) of the
Department of Justice, the Department transferred $150,000 to
QJJDP for support of a multi-agency collaboration effort
regarding juvenile prostitution. These funds, conbined wth
funds fromthe Departnent of Justice, wll support a programto
provi de outreach, rehabilitative services, and transitiona
housing to runaway, honel ess, and "throwaway" adol escents |iving
on the streets under conditions of sexual exploitation.

The HDS Region | X Ofice held a Coordinated Discretionary Program
(CDP) Innovations-Conference in Cakland, California August 21-22,
1990. A?proxinately 190 participants, primarily youth service
workers from California, Arizona, Nevada, and Hawaii, attended
five panel sessions focusing on various types of services that
had been the object of recent Federal research and denonstration
?rojects. Panel themes were: independent and transitional

iving, youth enployment priorities, nediation in problem
solﬁing, youth suicide prevention, and outreach to mnority
yout h.

Managenent Information System. A so in FY 1990, the Famly and
Youth Services Bureau began a review of its information and data

collection needs in a continuing effort to inprove know edge
about the youth being served by the basic centers as well as
about the structure, operation, and services of the basic centers
t hensel ves.

The Runaway and Honel ess Youth Program (RHYP) described in this
report is one of three youth pro%rans managed by the Famly and
Youth Services Bureau (FYSB) within the Admnistration for
Children, Youth and Famlies (ACYF). The Transitional Livin
Program for Homel ess Youth (TLP) provides shelter and relate
services for up to 18 nonths designed to pronote the transition
of young people who are honeless to self-sufficient living and to
prevent their |ong-term dependency on social services. In FY
1990, FYSB awarded a total of $9,853,179 in support of 45

i ndividual projects and support activities under this program
The Drug Abuse Prevention Program for Runaway and Honel ess Youth
(DAPP) provides counseling, conmmunity education activities,
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training to youth service workers, coordination, and related
support activities to alleviate the drug-related problens of at-
ri sk runaway and honeless youth. |n FY 1990, FYSB awarded a
total of $14,800,500 in support of 89 grants and other activities
under this program

There exists considerable overlap in the popul ations served by
these three prograns, and the Fanily and Youth Services Bureau
mai ntai ns close coordination annn?.then1 both at the .
admnistrative levels and in the field. This coordination is
achieved prinmarily through provision of training and technica
assistance to project staff in the three prograns and through
di ssem nation of research and devel oprment findings and products
to appropriate users. An_instance of effective cooperation among
the programs occurred in FY 1989 and FY 1990 when a non- Feder al
contractor was engaged to develop a curriculumfor the new DAPP
To accomplish this, the contractor hired Basic Center directors
and staff of the RHYP as expert consultants, and then field
tested the new curriculumin a number of RHYP Basic Centers.

The Bureau recognizes that this coordination nust receive even
increased enphasis in the next several years, and is undertaking
a nunber of activities to bring this about. For exanple, in FY
1991, ten training and technical assistance (T&TA) awards will be

made, one in each of the ten Federal regions, to agencies-that

wil ﬁrovide joint T&TA to the conbined directors and staffs of
all three prograns--Runaway and Honel ess Youth, Drug Abuse
Prevention, and Transitional Living--in the respective regions.
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Summary of Expenditures in FY 1990.

Expenditures of the Runaway

and Honel ess Youth Programin FY 1990 totalled $28,785,027.

| ndi vi dual
fol | owing |evels:

Basic Centers

National Conmuni cati ons
System (Hotline)

Coor di nated Networ ks

Research and Denonstration
(Discretionary)

O her (Field Readers,
ing, Admnistrative Costs,
Managenent | nformation

System

TOTAL

Print -

11

Dol |l ars

$26,124,002

$600, 000
$864, 825

$872, 136

$324, 064

$28,785,027

conponents of the program were supported at the

Percent

90.8

2.1
3.0

3.0

1.1

100.0



TABLE 1

Runawav_and Honel ess _Youth Program (RHYP)

Type of G ant

Cont i nuati ons

New Starts

TOTAL

Basi c_Center

G ant _Awar ds

FY 1990
Tot al
No. of Funds
Gants Awar ded
232 $17,783,649
106 $8,340,353
338 $26,124,002

Aver age
G ant
Awar d

$76, 654

$78, 683



TABLE 2

Geoqraphic Distribution of Gantees Funded Under
the Runawav _and Honel ess Youth Program

in FY 1990
_ Continu New Tot al

Real ons (states) ations Starts Gantees

1. | (CT, ME, MA, NH, R,
VT) 16 6 22
2. I (NJ, NY, PR V) 24 11 35

3. Il (DE, DC, MD, PA, VA
Wv) 24 6 30

4, IV (AL, FL, GA, KY, M5,
NC, SC, TN) 25 19 44

B. V. (IL, IN M, W, OH
WI) 38 20 58
6. VI (AR,LA, NM K, TX) 33 12 45
7. VIl (1A KS, MO N 9 8 17

8. VIl (CO M, ND, SD, U,
WY) 15 6 21

9. X (AZ, CA H, N, GM
Pal au) 36 13 49
10. x (AK 1D OR Wy 12 5 17
TOTALS 232 106 338



TABLE* 3

Primarv _Reasons G ted by Youth for Seekina Services
From the Runawav_and Honel ess Youth Centers
EY 1990
Per cent ages** by Sex

. . Conbi ned
Contributina Problens Femal e Mal e E/ M
L Rel ati onship wth parent
figure(s) or other adults
in the hone 69 54 63
2. Rel ati onships with other
children or youth in the
home 2 2 2
3. School 4 7 5
4. Juvenile justice system 3 9 5
5. Law enf or cenment 1 3 2
6. Fam |y crisis (violence,
divorce, renarriage, etc.) 9 9 9
1. O her personal problem 13 16 15
Total s 100 100 100

(N=17,180) (N=13,208) (N=30,388)

*Because of rounding, colums in this and the follow ng tables may
not total 100 percent.

**The percentages presented in this table should be considered
only as approximations and not as precise statements of conditions
or trends.



TABLE 4

Shelter Staffs' Listina of Contributina Problens of Youth Seeking
Services From the Runawav_and Honel ess Youth Centers:
Fam | v_Situations
FY 1990
Percentages* bv_Sex

Contributina Problens Fenal e Mal e Cbnblgsﬁﬂ

1. Enotional conflict at hone 43 39 41
2 Parent too strict 24 18 21
3 Parental physical abuse 23 18 20
4. Parental neglect 19 21 20
5 Parent drug/al cohol problens 19 17 18
6 Fam |y mental health problens 12 11 11
7. Parental donestic violence 10 10 . 10
8. Parental unenpl oynent 9 9 9
9. Wants to live w other parent 7 6 6
10. Parental sexual abuse 9 2 7
11. Oher famly nenber

physi cal / sexual abuse 6 3 5
12. Nonfam |y menber

physi cal / sexual abuse 5 2 4
13.  No parent figure 4 5 4
14.  Parent is honosexual 2 1 1
15.  None of the above 13 19 16

(N=17,170) (N=13,203) (N=30,373)

NOTE: This table provides a listing of the shelter staffs
assessnents of problens in the youths' famlies which contributed
to the primry Problens (Table 3). Since nultiple responses are
permtted, totals exceed 100 percent.

*The percentages presented in this table should be considered only
as %yprOX|nat|ons and not as precise statenments of conditions or
trends.
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TABLE 5

Shelter Staffs' risting of Contributins Problens of Youth Seeking
Services From the Runaway and Homel ess Youth Centers:
Youth Situations

FY 1990
Percentages* by Sex

"

Contributina Problens Femal e Mal e Cbnbigﬁa

1 Poor self inmage 51 46 49
2. Depr essed 48 36 43
3. School attendance/truancy 33 33 33
4, Bad grades 30 33 31
5. In trouble wjustice system 13 27 19
6. Drug abuse 13 17 15
7. Al cohol abuse 13 13 13
8.  Possibly suicidal 15 8 12
9. Cannot get along wteachers 10 17 13
10. Learning disability 5 10 7
11.  Custody change 5 5 5
12.  Pregnant or suspects pregnancy 7 0 4
13.  Oher health problems/handicap 4 4 4
14.  Honosexual / sexual identity

i ssue 2 3 2
15.  Prostitution 2 1 1

--Continued on next page



TABLE 5 (Conti nued)

Shelter Staffs' Listing of Contributing Problens of Youth Seeking
Services Fromthe Runaway and Honel ess Youth Centers:
Youth Situations
FY 1990
Percentages* bv_Sex

) ) Conbi ned
Contributina Problens Femal e Mal e F/ M
16. VD 1 0 1
17.  None of the above 19 20 19

(N=17,180) (N=13,208) (N=30,388)

NOTE: This table provides a listing of the shelter staffs
assessnents of the youths' problens which contributed to the
primary problens (Table 3). Since multiple responses are
permtted, totals exceed 100 percent.

*The percentages presented in this table should be considered only
as approxinmations and not as precise statements of conditions or
trends.



TABLE 6

Services Received bv_ Youth
From t he Runawav _and Honel ess Youth Centers
O From Referrals bv the Centers
FY 1990
Percentages** bv_Sex

Services Received Fenal e Mal e Cbnbi?;ﬁn

1. I ndi vi dual counseling 84 80 82
2. Parent counseling 24 20 22
3. Fam |y counseling 30 24 28
4. Transportation 29 29 29
5. Al ternative |iving

arrangenent s 19 20 20
6. Enmpl oynent 1 2 1
7. Fam |y pl anni ng 8 6 7
8. @oup counseling 44 45 44
9. Job training 1 2 2
10.  Education 24 27 25
11. Recreation 41 45 43
12.  Medi cal 13 11 12
13.  Psychol ogi cal / psychi atric 3 3 3
14.  Drug/ al cohol treatnent 3 4 4
15. O her services (legal,

financial, etc.) 12 12 12

(N=17,167) (N=13,199) (N=30,356)

*Total s exceed 100 percent because nmany youth receive mltiple
servi ces.

**The percentages presented in this table should be considered
only as approximations and not as precise statenents of conditions
or trends.



TABLE 7

Where Youth Served by the Runaway and Honel ess Youth Centers
WIIl Be Living After Receiving Services
FY 1990
Percentages** by Sex

Livins Arrangenents Femal e Mal e Cbnbi?iﬁﬂ

1. Home with parent(s) or

guardi an('s) 52 48 50
2. Househol d of ot her

parent figure 2 2 2
3. Rel ative's hone 6 5 5
4. Friend' s hone 4 2 3
5. Foster hone 6 6 6
6. G oup home 6 a 7
7. Correctional institution 1 3 2
a. | ndependent living 1 1 1
9. On the run/street 5 5 5
10.  Runaway/crisis house 2 3 3
11.  Job Corps * * *
12. Mlitary 0 1 0
13. Boarding school/nmental hos-

pital/other institution 4 4 4
14, None pl anned/do not know 12 13 12

Total s 100 100 100

(N=17,180) (N=13,208) (N=30,388)

*Less than 0.1 percent

**The percentages presented in this table should be considered
only asdapprOX|nat|ons and not as precise statenents of conditions
or trends.



TABLE 8

Prioritv Area of New Research and Denonstration Proiects
Runawav__and Honel ess Youth Program

FY 1990
o No. of .
Prioritv Area Proiects Fundi ng
Cooperation Between Law Enforce-
ment Agencies and Runaway and
Homel ess Youth Centers 5 $374,953



TABLE 9

Runaway and Honel ess Youth Program

FY 1990

Prioritv Areas

L Mai nstream ng Troubled Youth
2. Dysfunctional Famlies

3. Transi tional Living

Tot al s

T-10

No. of
Proj ects ' Fundi ng
2 $88, 713
2 $198, 470
1 $60, 000
5 $347, 183



